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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1 1 and 12 recite the limitation "the slide fastener" in 
lines 2 and 3 respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 13, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Prosow [DE 19847834 Al]. 

As for claim 1, Prosow discloses a fastener (zipper) having fixing means attached thereto 
and tape to be secured to a securement subject herein an identification medium is attached at a 
position of the tape to be covered with the securement subject (see abstract and Figures 1-4). 

Regarding claims 13 and 20, Prosow shows a slide fastener having a fastener tape to be 
secured to a securement subject, wherein an identification medium is attached in the vicinity of 
an end stop of the fastener tape (see Figures 1 & 2). 
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As for claim 22, the identification means is attached to the end stop detachabiy (Prosow 
teaches that the identification means is detachable, however the fiinction of the tag is destroyed. 
Having the capability to remove the identification medium reads on the claimed limitation.) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 2, 8-11, 14, 32, 33, 40, 42, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Prosow as applied to the claims above. 

With regard to claim 2, Prosow does not specifically disclose in the English abstract that 
the identification medium is a radio IC chip. However, examiner takes official notice that radio 
IC chips were well known and commonly used in identification and tracking systems at the time 
of the invention by the applicants. Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to 
make use of the well known radio IC chip as the identification means in the Prosow invention. 
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As for claim 8, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claims 1 
and 2 above. Prosow shows the antenna elements in Figures 1 & 2. 

Regarding claim 9, examiner takes official notice that it was known in the art for an 
antenna to be knitted or woven into a garment or cloth material. Having this knowledge, it 
would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to try weaving or knitting the antenna into the 
fastener tape of Prosow so that the presence of the identification components would be 
inconspicuous fi-om the outside of the garment and difficult to defeat. 

As for claims 10 and 11, several methods for mounting and/or attaching an identification 
medium and its components to a substrate/structure were well known in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant. The skilled artisan would have good reason to pursue any known 
method for mounting and/or attaching the antenna to the fastener tape. 

As for claim 14, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claim 
2 above. 

As for claim 32, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claims 
1 and 2 above. 

As for claim 33, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claim 
22 above. 

As for claim 40, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claims 
1 and 2 above. 

As for claims 42 and 43, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning 
as claims 1 and 2 above. The garment on which the fastener is placed acts as a shielding means 
which affect the communication with the IC chip. 
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7. Claims21, 26-31, 35, 36, and 44-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Prosow as applied to the claims above, and further in view of Sanko [JP 2002- 
125721]. 

As for claims 21 and 26-29, while Prosow discloses that an identification medium is 
attached to a fastener element, Prosow does not specifically teach that the identification medium 
is attached to fixing means. In an analogous art for a fastener having an identification medium, 
Sanko discloses that it was known to incorporate the identification medium into the pull tag of 
the slide fastener (see abstract and drawings). Having both references on hand, one possessing 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the identification medium could be placed at 
various locations associated with fastener. Therefore, it would have been obvious for the skilled 
artisan to try placing the identification medium at various locations around and on the fastener to 
determine which arrangements yielded the best resuhs for different applications. 

As for claim 30, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claim 
22 above. 

As for claim 31, the claim is interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning as claims 
26-29 above. Sanko shows in the Figures that an identification member is attached to an 
ornament member that is detachably attached to a pull tab. 

As for claims 35 and 36, the claims are interpreted and rejected using the same reasoning 
as claims 26-29 above. The garment on which the fastener is placed acts as a shielding means 
which affect the communication with the IC chip. 
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As for claim 44, Sanko shows in the Figures that an identification member is attached to 
an ornament member that is detachably attached to a pull tab. 

Regarding claims 45-53, examiner contends that each type of claimed fastener was 
known in the art at the time of the invention by the applicant. The type of fastener used in the 

invention is viewed as a matter of engineering preference that would be left to the artisan. 
Further, having the teachings from both Prosow and Sanko, it would have been obvious to the 
skilled artisan to try the invention of Prosow with different types of fasteners. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 38 and 39 are allowed. 

9. Claims 34 and 41 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ERIC M. BLOUNT whose telephone number is (571)272-2973. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bejamin C. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2963. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Eric M. Blount 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2612 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



